i Cor. viii. 5. 7 0 as there is but One God , and he is- the Fa - 1 

tber, of whom are all things j and One Lord , viz. Jefus 
Chrtft, through whom are all things. 

Auguf. cont. Maxim, i. 3. c. 14. 

Nec ego Niunam Synodum tibi, nec tu Artminetsfem mihi dcbcs, ob- 
jicere. Scripcurarum Authomatibus, &c % 

Thou shah not urge me with the Council of Ariminum, nor / thee with the 
Council of Nice, but let m decide the Caufe by Scripture Authority 

Printed in the Year M DCC If. 
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HAT the Bkfled Jefus has the number, one Perfon is Stiled God, as Mofcs 
Title of God, afcribed fome- is twice (o called ; a God to Aaron t Ex. 4. 
times to him in the H .Scriptures, 1 6. and afterwards a God to Pharaoh. Ch 7.x. 
is not denied by Arlans , or So- and thus the Devil is called tbcGWof, this 
cinians , but it remains to be Examined in World. 1. e, the Prince and' mighty Ruler 
what Senfe that Charafter,as given to him, of it; tho’ by unjuft Ufurpatiori, atidGods 
isinrended. Nor is this an unreafonable Permiffion, now -as he who alone is God, 
or needlefs enquiry , finceit is beyond all in the former Senfe, is infinitely above all 
reaforrable denial, that the Title of God rhefe; So we find him diftingifilh’d from 
is given in very different Senfes in the all others who are called God, by this Cha- 



Scripture. 



rafter, viz,. aGodof Gods, 'Dent.. 10. 17. fb 



1 



. Sometimes it fignifies the mod High, tfof 22. 22. or the Chief of all Gods, with 

^ it r* • • * 1 • ■ r* 1 • 1 r 1 ^ 1 1 



Perfeft andlnfinife Being, who is of him 
(elf alone, and owes neither his Being 

* A 4 



whom none of rhofe Gods may be com- 
pared. Pf 86. 8. Pf 135. 5. fo Phijo de- 
nor Authority, nor any thing to another- feribes him, to bcnotonly the God of Men, 
and this is what is mod commonly inren- but the God of Godsrifo. This is the high- 
dvd , when we fpeak of God in ordinary eft and moft Glorious E pi the te given him 
difeourfe, and in Prayer and Praife; we in the 0 . T ‘when it isdefigned to make 
mean itof God in the moft Eminent Senfe. a moft Magnificent mention of hisPeerlds 
2. At other times ir has a dower Senfe, Greatnefi and GWy. Equivalent to this 
and is made the Charaftei; of Perfons who I take that Title to be, which is fo much 
are inverted with Subordinate Authority ufed in the N T viz. the God and Fa- 
and Power, from that Supream Being; ther of our Lord Jefus Chri &,Eph 1,3.17; 
Thus Angc/sMtfoleiGods. the God of our Lord Jefus, the Father of 

Idoonvaft made him a little lower than the Glory. For fince Jefus Chrift is the Chief 
Gods ; as’tis in the Marline; $0 Magi- of all Subordinate Powers, Rev. r. 5. the. 
f rates are Go'dv £*,'22-28; Pfr 8 ?--. 1. John PrinCe of the Kings of the Earth , and for 
10 . 34 . 35 - and fcmetimes in the Angular above the greatelt Angels, Efk* 1, 21 .the 
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Lord of Lords , and King of Kings, he who Self,, my Self,, why haft thou fotiaien me? 
“ is StileH the God of our Lord Jefus Chrift This God then was diftinct from himfelf, 
is therein, in Eflfeft, S.iltd the God of as he declares in other places, John], 17. 
Gods, orab'/ve all Gods. . he (hall know my Doctrine, whether ft be of 

Now the Queftion to be refofve'd is, in God, or whether I fpeak^of myfelf. So John 
which of thefe two Sen fes ChriiT is (aid to 8- 42. where his to be noted that he does 
be.God in the Holy Scriprures ; •• the bare not diltftYgiii flrtmn felt foonv.ftim , ( &s the 
Character of God determines nothing in Father, ‘fcuras Goi\ and therefore-, in all 
this ckfe , becaufe it belongs both to the j\ift Cortftruciion , he caunot be iuppbfed 
Supream and Subordinate Beings in Power ro.be. that felf lame God, from whom. he 
and Authority; But the Queftion is, vvh.e- Diftinguifhes, and to whtfm he Oppofeth 
ther Jefus Chrift be the God of Qods,' or hjrnfelf.lJovv manifeftly are the one God, 
above all Gods : and the one Lord diftingui/h% r Cor, 8. 6 . 

He is indeed theZor^ of Lords, but that and tliit there tfaay be no juft pretence to 
Notes an Inferior Clura&er, compared fay with Plac&M, that the God and the 
with thatof-C/crfofGWyas-appearsby that, Lord, or flic Cau fe o/whicha!! things are, 
1 Cor, 8. $. tho’, it be included, in the and the Caufe by or through which they 
'Superior, To that he who is above all Gods, are* are,but two* things laid of the fame 
. teal fa over all Lords, but not contrariwije: one Ggd j, Wc may fee them more clearly 
fa'fhoft / has Jefus Chrift any Gud ove«- dilFnguifhr, Eph. 4. 5,6. where by the 
him, who has greater Authority, and Literpofing-odier things between throne 
greater Ability than himleif or not? This Lord, and one God, viz. one Faith , one 
will decide the matter; forif he have aGcd Baptifm ; it appears evidently that thefe 
above him, then is he not rhe AbfoluteJy were not intended as twoCfura&ersof the 
Supream God, tho’in Relation to Created fame Being. I think that none who im- 
Beings, he may be a God for Ruler) over partially attends, to the Scripture Hiftory, 
all. can doubt, whether God, .and his Chrift, 

Nor can we more clearly demon (Irate are not two diftinfii things. 

• this point, than by fhe wing; Firfi, that Jefus Secondly, Our Lord Jefus owns notoniy 
Chrift exprefsly fpeaks of another God than another than himleif to be God; but alfo 
'himfelf. Secondly , that he owns- this God that he is afove , or over himfelf, . which- is 
to be above, orover himfelf. Tairdly, Thzt plainly jrftimated alfo by his Apoftles : 
he wants fhofe Supereminent and Infinite Himfelt loudly proclaims his SubJ&ionro 
Perfeftions, which belong only to theLord the Father in many Inftances.Tn General, 
God of Gods; c Of thefe I ftiall treat in a he declares his Father to be greater than he, 
manner fuited to vulgar Capacities; fori $ohn, 14.28. 50. Ch. 10.29. he fays he 

1 " udge.it very indecent to (peak or write of came not in his own, but his Fathers Name 
mrortant Articles , (which the Common or Authority, $ohn.$\ 4£. That he fought 
• Ptople muft believe , and mult fo far un- net lus own, but Gods Glory, nor made his 
l derftand) in fuch a manner as leaves them own Will, bile Gods, his ; Rule ; and in 

wholy unintelligible. ^ fuch a Pofture .of Subje&ion^ came down 

Firfi , Our Lord Jefus Chrift exprefsly from Heaven into this Earth j fo that it 
fpeaks of another God diftinft from him- fhould feem, that Nature which did pre- 
felf : Several times , we find him faying, exiftydid ..not poffefs the Supream Willi 
My God of another, Mat. 27.46. MyGod % even before it was incarnate, $ohn 6.3 8 !> 
my God,Mjy had thou foreign me\ So $ohn regain he owns his dependence upon hi* 
20. 1*7. fuse he intended not to fay, my God and Father, even for thofe Things, 

which 




it is be?oYfg J to him ail ' 2. The Soti fHill "deliver "Us Kingdom 

G-nd, viz. the Power of wqrfcirtg Miracles, to God, that is' ("not to the Father, Son^and 
$ohn. 5. 1.9, ‘20.' o/raifing fhbDcad, v. 16, Holy Ghnft, as fome pretend , but) the 
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as his Father, but as his God, which'i$£m : SxYrcndirbi ail, in Teftimoriy of his^ ha- 
phatically exprefTed, in calling the moil B. ving done all in a Subordination to. him*; 
God, the God of our Lori Jefus, after and having Afted and Ruled in dependence 
his Humiliation ‘was 6Ver./£p6. 1. 17. and on him, who fliall have a Satisfactory; 
the Head of Chrift is God ‘ 1 Cor. it. They Account of all 'given to him in the end, 
declare KisHeadfhip' ov^r.tHeUniverfe, and This is a Glory peculiajr to the'^ther, as 
the very Foundations of hisClaimtdHdnour Supream. ; r > 

and Service , to be owing to the gracious 3. Then the Son himfeif Jhall he Sufjc ft 
Gifs of God, Phil 2. 9. ’tztyurtm dvrd. to him that pat all things under him , 1. e, 
and yet thefe are fome of the higheft Glo- to God his Father, that God may Ise allin 
ties of Jefus Chrift. V 1 ^ « all, that is, his Subjedtion (half be., tlieq 

Let me only add undef this Head , that manifefted by an open Solemn acknq}jv r 
great Text, To full of hr'efiftible evidence; le'dgmentbf if, when he fliall recognize the 
for proving an Inferiority in the Son' to his Supremacy bf f he' Father in that putilicfc 
Father or to God, iCor. 1 5. from the iqv. Aft of Surrender; fo that, tho > formerly 
to the 29. where the Apoftle lays feveral (in the prefent State) all Judgment and 
Things to this purpofe* Rule was committed to the Son;, yeyhen 

< 1. That all Things are to be pit under ft fhill ; be‘ oHierwiie,tand Go/ 1 , will more 
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Wauifcft' God muft beexetped outof fhefe riiucfi 'Shared " Probably, FetWeeiv him 
Things that are under him; and that for and the Redeemer, as the prefehtXtlmi; 
this reafon , becaufe ’tis he who did put niftration appears to 'be. This then will 
all under him; And how comes it to pafs, be the Ifflie of ail. our pifpiites; /< 7 (ri! a'lf 
that it is fo evident a Thing, that another/# all , and the Son himM\Sub'ip[{ . 'min 
muft be fuppofed-to be the great Author Can aHy'tHirig be ’ ’riyire ^xprelfi ye 
of this Triumph of Chrift? Why might of ah Irfe/jiialify 'between 7 < 5 od ^nd'jGiiriftV 
it Hot be done by himfelf independently But it will be laid bylbnie, thatrbythi?; 
as the Supream God, and then there need Son he re, is meant the Son of Man, ' or 
have been no exception, of any. one Be- Chrift as Man; while as God, he flulf 
tug; oiit of the all things under him l But not be Subjefted’ to the Father. . . ’ 

the Apoftle knew that Jelus Chrift m'tifj:. Jkfi As there* is no iijtjihatipn of any- 
needs Triumph by a Power derived front fuch diftinftion between they pretended - 
God y to whom it was- moft eminently to) two. NattiWs'df thfe Soii Here > fo there is 
be aferibed, and then to one who had fuch enough in the Words, to fhevv, that they' 
thoughts,it was manifeft that there muft be are fpoken of him , under his Higheft 
one excepted from the a I IT h in gs under him, Capacity and Charafter; insomuch, that 
becaufe he muft needs . be -above Chrift Monfiehr Claude mantains it lo be ? true 
who enables him to Subdue all things, or of the Son ‘b'l God, as to bV(fuppofed> ; 
makes him a God over all. • Divine Nature But tho’ there is no need, . 




of.Suppofing fuch- a- Nature, (which I ther, whatever Charadler elie they bear? 
'think the Text plainly contradibls) yet So then Jefus Chrift: in his High eft Capa- 
his Reafons will hold lb far, as to prove city, is interior to theFarher show can he be 
the.Words do (peak o f Chrift, under the the fame Gqd„ro which he is Subjeft,orof, 
f-Jigheft Chara&er he bears, by the Name the lame Rank and Digniry ? 
of Son; for Fir ft, as he lays , 'tis not laid Thusir appears thatChnil is foGod,ast<i 
the Son of Man, but the Son abfojutely be under a SuperiorGod,who has let bimo- 
•vvliich he thinks in the ' Scripture life veral] And Suitable to this, is that Account 
is wont to mean more than the Son of whichtheSeriptuie gives usof theGod-head 
Man ; and undoubtedly it impoi is aii that of the B. Jelus, viz. Becaufe he is inverted 
comtsundcr thatTitle; Nay more, ’tisfaid, with aGod-like Authority and Power, from 
even the Son hint/elf with .giear Efnphafis-, the Suprpam God his Father. Thus when 
qu. d. as Great and Glorious as he is with he was .accufcd by the captious Jews , 
all his’ Grandeur and Power; he. himfelf for affiuming the Character of Son of God 
flull be SubjtCt. Secondly, HisSubj £lion (which they perverfly world itrerch,as tho’ 
being oppofed to his Reign, both muft be it implyed an equality with God) John io. 
underftoud of the fimeSubjcdl; be fure 35, 56. he explains in what Sence only, 
the delivering up the Kingdom can only he juftifved ir, viz. as one.who/11 the Fa^ 
be done by the lame to which it was cun’ ther had Sandlrfyed, /.^called to a greater 
mitted , dhd by tfhich it was managed : Office, andhonoured with an Higher Com-, 
Now I jfhaU allow , that only in his hu- million than thole. Magiftra res , on whom 
mane Nature Chrift con'd give up his the Scriprui e fo freely, bellows the Title 
JKingdom ; burthen riis, becaufe ’cis as Man of Gods. So Hcb 1 • 8,9. when he is called 
Delegated, and Inhabited by God, that he God, ’ris explained in what Sen (e , or of 
iways arid’ manages this Kingdom; and if whacibrt.of-Gpd, ’fis to be underitood, 
this be allow’d fas I think it needs mull) by faying chat i/b Gcd , (intimating he had) 
that the ‘Man Chrift is fiifficient,. by help a God over him) had anointed him mtk 
froip God, to manage his Universal Spiri- Ojl, &c. Thar is , had inverted him with 
tual Kingdom, I lee no reafon there will Royal Power and D’gniry (as Kings were 
be to oppole thofe Unitarians who think inllalled in their 0 !li-v,by anointing with 
him to be a llfficient Saviour and Prince, Oyl, among the Jews) which is an Ex-, 
tho’ he be not the on’y Sup; earn God ; nor plication of his Godhe-ad or Dominion;; 
can any with 'reafon attempt to prove him And this is faid to be above all his FeJowSy 
to be u::h, from his Works and Office as, not fuie above the Father and Holy Spirit,- 
Kim. of his Church, fince his implyed that (which only are pretended robe hisFellowsf- 
>s h, he muft do H* mage to God the as God, by them who undtrllinditof the. 
Father, in delivering up hi s Kingdom to hi ?n-, SupieamGod heari)burabovealiqtherSub- 
and this very exprtiiion 10 God the Father,, oulinace Beings; This is -one piaffi Scripture, 
nukciit plain, that there is noGod the Son,’ Account of his. bcing-calicd God,, for the .'er 




from this Glory of having fuch open Ho- well affined on what G.ounds they go, be- ; 
nuge paid to him, * which is here ap- fore they affiign other realuns of this Cha-> 
preprinted to the Father only; .and n nee racier, lo di&very from the Scripture Ac- > 
theApoftle fpeaksof the fajqefjod,(vvho.in cbur.r : Let it fuffice us , that. God- hath , 
he explains to be the' Father) to the.’ .end maJe'\\\m both Lord and Chrift, Afts 2.36. ■ 
of this Difcourie, and lays' he /halt be ////‘that he has exalted him to be a Prince and 
wall : How evidently do’s he fhew him to Saviour. Ch. <• u . 

be ; i.u beyond aii.that ai e not Gcd the Fa- 
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However, eur Ad wfaries will gain no r 
thing by alledgingTexts to prove the Title 
of God, to be given to Chrift firice that may 
be, and yet it will not prove him to be the 
Supream independent God ; but only one 
who' is inhabited pf, and Commilfioned 
and enabled by him who is fo, As to that 
•place, EhUip- 1 . 61 , which is Corruptly ren- 
ted in our Transition, he thought it no 
Robbery to be equal to God : It is confcfs’d 
by adverferies themfelves, that it fhou’d be 
read thus, viz. that he did not ajfnrne, or 
/Arrogate, or Snatch at, or Covet an equa- 
lity with God ; the Words are never • long takes Care, Men fhou’d know that 
known to be uled in any other Senfe, "as His Sufficiency for chefe Ttiines was of 
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nother, can never be the Supream . Belng^ 
or God; Becaufe he appears to be an Im* 
perfecfi J) elective Being, Comparatively., 
lince he heeds help, and can Receive addi- 
tional Srrength from Another than Him- 
felf. 

Now, it is moft evident, that our Lord 
Jelns ( whatever Power he hadj Conhfles 

again and again , that he had not Infinite 

Power ot Himfelf, John 5. 30/ Of my Self \ 
I can do nothing. He had been Speaking 
of great Miracles, viz,. Railing the Dead , 
and Executing all Judgment, but all a- 



is fhown by Doftor Ti Hot fin in his Dif- 
courfes againft the Socinians ; alfo by Dr. 
Whitby in his Exposition on the place, and 
others. . So that this rather denies than 



God the Father. In the begiriing of the 
Difcourfe, v. 19* the Son can do nothing bijt 
what he fees the Fat he? do : So in f \\z Mid- 
dle. v. 2 6 . 



2 7 . the Father has given to the 

, „ , ..... ^ . ? life in Himfelf \ and as if he 

he was in the Form of‘God t - as that Notes cou’d never too much Inculcate this great 

. 1 . : 1 n 1 ir L • • t • nr i_ 7 t ... 7 ^ t r . 



aflerfs Chrifts equality to God, tho J ftill 



Truth, he adds towards the Conclusion; 
I can do nothing of my Self <** \i**vtv 9 or 
from nothing that is my Self do I draw 
this Power and Authority. Sure this is 
not the Voice of God, but of a Man I For 
the moft High can Receive from none; 
he cannot be made more Mighty or Wife,' 
&c. becaufe to Abfolute Perfection can be' 



the outward Refemblance of him in his 
mighty Power and Works, &c. which is 
the conftant meaning of the word form in 
the New Teftament; • # 

But becaufe fome thinkfuch Perfedtions 
’are in Scripture aferibed to Chrift, as will 
prove him to be God in the highefl Senfe, 

- I proceed to flicw ; ^ 

Thirdly , That our Blefled Lord Jefus no Addition, Rom. 11. 35. And fince 
•Dilclaims thofe Infinite perfeftions which Power in God, is an Sffential Perfefition; 
belong only to the Supream God of Gods, it follows, rhat if ic be derived’, Then fo 
: And 'tis moft certain* that if he want one, is the Eflence o: Being it Self, which 
'or any of chele Perfection's that are Effen- Blafphemy againft the Moft High, for ’tis- 
tial to th'e Deity; He is not God in the to Vngod Him ; to Number Him among 
Chief Senfe : And if we find him Dif- Poor Dependent Deri variveBeings; Whilit 
claiming the One, he cannot challenge the the Supream God indeed , is only he who 
Other \ for to deny Himfelf to have all is the First Caufi , and Abfolute Original 
^Divine Perfeftions; or. to deny Himfelf of all; ' 

to be the' Infinite God, is the fame Thing : ' Nay further. Our Lord considers Him- 
’Let us obfeivefomelnftances for theProof felf here, in Oppofitioji'to his Father ; who 
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■of this Point. 

■ x. One Great and Peculiar Perfettion 

of the Deity, is AbToiute, underived 

'Omnipotence * : He who cannot Work 

• all" Miracles , and do whatever he 

■Lift of Himfelf 



he fays, gave him all' Power : Now if he 
had fuch an Eternal D.vine Word, United 
more nearly to Him than the Father ; Surely 
hewou’d have owned his Power to be 
from that Word or Divine Son. * 



C 



How 




b Hdw comes- he fo Afcribe nothing to 
.fhat, fines *ris fuppoied to be equal in 
Power to the Father Himfelf , and more 
nearly Allyed to Jefus Chrift , as the O- 
perating Principal in Him ? So fohn 14. 10. 
Ap father inme does the Works by which, 
*ris ej/ident there was no Divine Agent in 
and with Him, bur the Father; He only 
has all Power of Hitnfelf , and needs no 
Affiftance. 

2. Another Infinite Per feftionj thatmuft. 
needs be in the Deity, is Supream Abfo- 
lete Goodnefi : All Nati ons h a ve con fen ted 

to this ‘by theLighc of Nature; that t 

& Optima Maximus , are the Prime 
Charafilers of the Supream as the Orator 
/ fays, he is One; quo riec Melius , nec Majus 
cohcipi P'oteft : TheFuIleft, andHigheft 
of all that are called Gooi • For indeed all 
Other Good is derived from Him. 

Now the Lord Jefus exprefsly Declaims 
this Chara&er, Mac-. 19. 17. Jefus fatd to 
him, Why calleft thou me Gooi ? there is 
none Good hut one, that is God ; where ’tis 
moft evident that he diftinguifhes Himfelf 
from God, as not the fame with Him, and 
denies of Himfelf, what he affirms of God .* 
And as to that Divine Perfeftion of Su- 
pream Infinite Gooinef) • He Challenges 
the Man for prefuming to fay what fee- 
med to Attribute it to Him, and leads 

Him off to Another; who, and who only 
was more Eminently fo. 

Tis aftoni/hing to, fee what Violence is 
Offered to the Sacred Text, by fuch as 
Mantain the Equality of Jefus Chrift to 
God His Father : What a ftrange fetch is 
it to fuppofe our Lords Meaning to be 
This tqu-d. I know Man, thou do ft not 
take Me for God as lam ; Why then do ft 
thou give Me the Title belonging to Him 
inly ?- when there if notone Word in the 
Context looking this Way ; For Chrift ne- 
¥er_Challenges the Poor Man , with this, 
that he thought too. meanly of him (as 
they fuppolej but quite contrary, that he 



Thought or Spake too highly of Him } And 
verily if the Mans Error lay in this, that he . 
thought too meanly of Chrift, whilft Hifr 
words otherwife were juftly enough *p- 
plyed to Him : I cannot think our Lord 
would have rebuked Him. in that Manner; 
for inftead of keeping him ftill to the right 
Objeft - , and re&ifying His apprehenfion’s 
about it, which only were wrong, -He 
feems clearly to carry Him off to another 
from Himfelf \ as not the right-Objeft, 
without rectifying His Thoughts of Chrift 
at all ; and to what End coud Chrift Re- 
prove Him in fuch away, as never tells 
Him what was his Fault , rather tempts 
Him to run into another, and leads Him 
out of the Way. 

It fhou’d feem rather f if any futh notion 
had been then conceived by any J that the 
Man did think Him to be God; for if he 
thought Him to be the Supream Good , that 
wag to make Him God inHiseye; and if He 
did not intend fo much, but only meant it 
of an Inferior Good , how cou’d Chrift re- 
buke Him for it , fince that was no Fault 
or Error? And truly they who fayChnRs 
Receiving Worjbip, when on Earth, proves 
HlsDeity,can hardly give an Account why 
the Man ffiould -give, or Chrift Receive 
Worjhip from Him, as He did , Mark, nv 
17. if he did not. take him for God? How- 
ever, what foe ver the Man thought, he fays 
what Jefus Chrift thought, was only pro-- 
per to be faid of God , and too much to 
be faid of Himfelf, as the Obvious Senfe 
of His Words declares. 

And let me add, that if our Lord Jefus 
had on purpofe left the Matter Difguifed, 
not willing to difeover who he was then; 
yet ’tis ftrange that the Evangelifts who 
many. Years after relate the Matter, 
when it was Neceffary to have it believed, 
that Chrift was Supream God ' (as is pre^ 
tendedj that they I fay , fhou’d not un- 
riddle the Matter, by inferring fome Cau- 
tious Claufe, as that . this He faid to Prove 




him, or b'eciufe he- khm he ; denied His 

God- head, or the like; For fometimes on 
leis Gccafions they .enter fuch Cautions , 
John 6. 6 . Cb. 2i. 23. And yer-tho 3 Three 
of the Evangelifts relate this Diicourfe , 
they all do it the fame way, and not one 
of them. Says a tittle to direft us to this 
Secret way of Interpretation, but leaves 
us to the hazard of a moft Fatal miftake 
( even Recommended to us by this Hiftory ;) 
if Jefus Chrift were indeed the Supream 
Good in as High a Senfe as God His Father, 
Which he fo apparently here denies, and 
by that he denies Himfelf to be the moft 
High God: 

3. I will only add one perfe&ion more, 
viz* Ahfolute Omnifcience or unlimited 
Knowledge of alLThifigs , Pali , Prefent, 
and to cam, Pf.i 47. 5. His under Handing 
is Infinite , So Ifia. 41. 23 i AH s 15. 18. 
known to God are all His works from the 
Beginning* 

Now, 'ti$ plain our Lord Jefus Chrift 
had not this Infinite Knowledge, Particu- 
larly notoif#r#r*Things,fuch as of the day 
of Judgment, Mark^ 13. 32. Says he, of 
that Bay knows no Man, no, not the Angels 
in Heaven , nor the' Son , hut the Father 
only. Here the Sbn profefles His know- 
ledge to be limited , and Inferior to the 
Fathers, i.e. the Son of the Father, or Son 
of God ; the Son as above Angels in Know- 
ledge, the Son in the moft Eminent Senfe : 
Now how is it poflible the Son can be God 
Infinite, and yet have but a finite under- 
ftanding? or can he be Equal in Know- 
ledge to the Father, and yet not know as 
much as the Father? And befureifhe was 
not an Infinite God, when on Earth, he 
cannot be fuch afterwards: Thus we have 
feen Chrift Himfelf, with His own mouth 
Bi[claiming\nfivktOf\gmoX Power, Good- 
neft and Knowledge to belong to Him, but 
attributes them to His Father only as ano- 
ther, diftin €t from Himfelf, from- whom 
he derived of each in a dependent limited 

Manner* 



• What can be faid againft thefe plain A r 
gumems'? [imagine our Oppofers havebtf* 
one Jbift left for the evading them, and 
that is a diftin&ion which ferves ’em’ in 
all Cafes; for fheyfay, Jefus Chrift fpeafo 
thefe Things of Himfelf , as Man only, while 
he had another Nature as God , which he 
Referved, and Excepted Out of the Cafe ; 
So that when he lays,/ cannot do thus my 
Self, or I am not to be called the 
Good, or do not know this, &c . accor- 
ding to them, the meaning is qu,d I have 
not thefe perfections in my humane Nature , 
but yet I know, and can do all umffifted, 
and am (he Chief Good in My Divine 
Nature, which alfo is more properly my 
Self : The Vanity of which Subterfuge I 
intend now to lay open, by fhewinghow 
Abfurdly this Diftin&ion of the two Na- 
tures, is pretended, to take off the Force : 
of fuch Expreflions from Chrifts own 
Mouth, which in their Natural and tln- 
difguifed appearance, do proclaim His 
Inferiority to God, even the Father, and ' 
I fhall Dwell the more upon this, becaufe 
Vis the moft Popular and Common E- 
vafionj and comes in it -every turn, when 
all other relief fails. 

It wolf d be no unreafonabJe Demand 
to ask, what Intimation of any fuch Df- 
Hinttion of two Natures they can noin&f 
us to, in any of thefe Difcourfes of Gnrift l : 
Why fhou’d Men Devife or Imagine for 1 
Him, fuch a Strange, and -feemingly .De- 
ceitful way of Speaking, from no Ground,’ 
nor Neceffity , other than that of uphol- ■ 
ding their own precarious Opinion? But 
l have feveral Remarks to make upon this 
common. Anfwer. 

That which in the FirH place I have to ■ 
Objeft againft it is ^ That our Blefled Lord : 
Jefus Chrift , if Himfelf was the Supreanr • 
God’ in any Nature of His own , CouVi not' 
have faid fuch Things, {as IconcciveJ m ;i 
xny Confifteney , with Trpt-h and- Sincerity j , 

(which * 




(vVhiclr he always m attained. : ftri&ly) he pbming'ffiajl be ?/ -Mafttiqf. $> He :afifwers 
•eou’d riot .fay* fJinifeJti^oiA -d { flat ; 4 & i: , -ox tj?em yrfb^givingthetti fom'dGene&l Ac- 
.’did not know- the TOngj’ which all this count of the 'Macterj b^^%s rha^thepar- 
\vhik' Hi mfe If cau' A demand did know ticular Z>^jy andHburht knew'ndt-, nor. 
,very well, as befure if he was theSupream did any .know but the Father, meaning, (fay 
.God, he cou’d and did, for this were to my oppofers) that- he knew it not wTth his 
make Him fay what is. molt Falfe, and to Humane knowledge, tho’ he knew oft well 
Equivocate in the molt deceitful manner; enough with His Divine , at the fame time, 
for tho* we) fliou’d fu'ppofe he-confilRdoi that lie faid, the Soq knows it not, abfolute- 
'two Tnfinicly dillant Natures, and fo had ly and indefinitely, 1 ; 

two Capacities of Knowledge, &c. Yet -And yet if Jefus Chrifi had ^'Divine 
fince Himfelf includes them both , itfol- Knowledge and Nature, no doubt his DiF- 
dows, that the denying a Thing of tfiwftjf ciples(whoj. if any jW;muft be fuppofed to 
in abfolute Terms, without any Limitation believe it) dire&ed the queftion to that, ra- 
in the' Words, or other , obviops ther than to theimperfea humane capacity* 
fiances, does plainly ijnpiy a denial of its aod.yefinanfwer to it, he fays > h t-knew 
belonging to any part of HisPerfon* or not the day, which wou’d not be counted 
to any Nature in it; For tho* we may^f- Sincerity, or Truth in Men, -much lefs 
firm aThing of a Perfon, which belongs was Jefus Chrift in danger of it,- in His 
only to a part of him ; as I may properly mouth no Guile jw;ulet us hot impute it 
lay a Man is w.ounded or hurt,; tho 5 it be to Him. •, c - \ \ 
only .in- one Member, luppole- an Arm ; _ That you may fee this is fair i^afoning, 
Yet I cannot- julily deny a Thing, of him hear how fbme.of the other fide own it, 
which belongs only to one part , becaule when out. .of the. heat of this controverfy. 

. « i 0 i t .. / n ~r\ n n n « ^ 



it belongs not to another; as I cannotlay 
a Man is not wounded , • becaufe tho’ one 



Stlllingfi 

io, 1 6 . fpeaking at'; the Equivocations of 



Arm be Shot or Wounded,, yet the other Popilh Prielts, -. whofe' common Anfwer, 

^ • . * - ' I r» _ . • * ‘ 1 i . . i i i 



is w 



hole. 



{ . w.hen Examined about', what they have 

Forinftahce, I havetwo Organs of fight, .known by Contefiion/ is'.tlut they know 
two Eyes\ Now fuppofe I converfe with a it not, which they think to vindicate from 
Man with one Eye {hut and the other open-, the charge of. Lying; by laying, that in 
if being asked whether I faw him, Ifhou’d Confe/fm , the PrleB knows Matters as 
. dare to fay I faw him not (without any God , not as, Man, , and therefore he denies 
limitation) meaning to my felf, that I law to know them , .weaning it ,, as Man 
him not with the Eye which was Ihur, lays the Doftor this is abfur ? d>: becaufe to 

J «• « %it t i ■ i • « 



But 



tho’ ltill I faw him well enough with the fay he^ does not know, - is as much 

Eye which wa'S'Open;,! fear Iflioifd bear as to fay he doth nor any way know'. 

the reproach of a Lyar and’ Deceiver, not- Now if this be a good .anfwer -againft 
withftanding liich a mental Refervationas the Paptffy as no doubt it- is; Then fure 
, fome wou’d attribute to the Holy Jefus . Yis fojn t!ie prefent Cafe : Therefore wheii 
For knowledge is thei^of the Perion, Chriftlays, he knows not the Day of 

- — . ^ r c \ . ! - ^ £ T f ‘ ^ - - L i i 
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and make the JefeltnhemCehes think they eludes all that is the Son j and theh thee 
have a good Title to that Name , by imi- cou’d be no Son of God that knew of th« " 
tating herein, his own Example; which Day 'which only the Father knew of, anu. 
in this very in/lance they alledge with fo confequently no Son that is God equal to 
great Advantage according to this Interpre- the Father. 

ration. 3. Moreover, That Interpretation mud 

2. As a further Evidence , That Jeftjs needs be , unjuft, which if admitted, will 
Chrift intended no iucli Diftinftion of two make all, even the moft plain Speech' »«- 
Natures, as is pretended ; 'tis to be obfer- certain, and utterly inlignificant:- as this 
ved, that he puts not the difthiFtlon , or interpretation of Chrift’s words wou’d do: 
oppofition between the Son of Man, and For as I ask the Patrons of this Opinion , 
the Eternal Word fas fome fpeak) but be- in what words Jefus Ghrift cou’d in Brief 
tween the Son and his Father, Marf 13.. have denied himfelf to be God rnoft High, 
32. Not {he Son fynows, but onlj the Father ; if he had a mind to do it, more plain and 
by which ’tis plain, He had no though tot full than thefe? In which hefays, heknew 
including any Perlon or Nature of his own not ail things as the Father did, nor- cou’d 
among the excepted : For whatever was do all things, &c . , So I wou’d fain have 
not the Father, he fays, was ignorant of them fhewme, what words of that Nature 
. that Day ; now ’tis certain, thafin no Na- he cou’d have ufed , which the fame- way 
ture was the Son the Father ; and confe- of interpretation, as they, here ufe , will 
quently where None but the Father knows, nor evade mA make inftgnificanf. For 
none who iswof the Father, can be intend- had he faid, or Sworn in plain words thus* 
ed; and finceourLord was making an ex- Viz,. I tell yon I am not the Snpream God j 
ception in the Cafe „ he vvou’d not have and none but my Father has that Glory, 
forgotten to except the Eternal Word too. They wou’d upon the fameReafon fttll-have 
if there had been fuch a Divine principle laid, This was to be underftood of him as 
in himfelf, ey«ii/ to the Father and diftindl Man only : So that no word's profefling 
from him ; tor ’tis a known Rule, that an himfelf «of to be God, cou ! d be a proof 
exception from a general Afecion , con- of it, if this way of jnt$rpretation be AN 
firms it as to other inftances not excepted, lowed: Sothat I may’fafely fay thus much; . 

Will they fay , That by the Father is that the Biefled Jelirs has declared himfelf ■ 
meant all Three Perfons here ; Viz. Fa- not to be the Supream.God , ,or equal to 
ther Son and Holy Ghoft: What lean the the Father., aspUirdy/as-wprdscou’.dfpeaky 
Father as oppofed to the §on , be put for or in brief, exprefs : And that this Deck- 
the Fatherand the Son ? What woful work ration made by him already- is not-itp-: be 
will this make with Scripture , .to.fuppofe evaded , any other way, that what- wiH 

that what are Oppofed to each other , do make it impolTible his mind ftiou’d be urt- • 

include each other, under the very Chara- derftood by any words- he cou’d have de- 
fers by which they are oppofed i As well fignediy ufed in the matter : Let any om 
maytheyfay; that in the Baptifmai Form; try if. this do- not hold True; and lure it 
by the Father is meant. Father, Son, and muft be'-anabfur’d way of interpretation 
Spirit , tho’ he be diftinguifhed from the which leaves a Man no Opportunity or 
other two; and I Ihou’d defpair of ever Power of fpe-aking , his Meaning plainly- fo 

anderftanding the Scriptures' above all .as to be underftood.- ' ■' 

Books that ever were written, at this Rau 4. Again, ThrsvvayofinterpretetiomwhieK 1 
of Interpretation : No doubt therefore , the Advocates- of , the Opinion lopppfo, - . 
but the Father as oppofed to thy Son , ex- are fo much necdlitared to* for upholding' 

Q • ’ their- 
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dr;G*iife, does plainly overthrow it a- fecret unexpreffed Referve, • Viz;; Meaning 

it of the Divine Nature (to whidh they be- 
long not) So that one may fay , * I' believe 
not that Jefus Chrift was Conceived of the 
Holy Ghojl , or Born of the Virgin Mary ; 
I believe that he never was Crucified under 



riin i j and. may be turned . againft them 
- Vi ves ; ■ for if it be Juft and true to deny of 
CKrift abiolutely what belongs to him in 
one Nature, bccaufe there is another Na- 



* ^ 

turein which it belongs not to him; then, 
fince to.be the chief Gc/d belongs to him 
faccoWing to our Adverfaries) only ‘in one 
Nature^ and not in refpeft of the other, 
or humane Nature , it follows that it may 
as juftly be faid Jefus Chrift is hot God , 
nor to be Worfkiped or Trufted as fuch ; 
Nay , That he was not before the Virgin 
'Mary? according to them .and the like ; 
and this without adding any limitation or 
reftri&ion any more than our Lord does 
in the place mentioned. 

What would they fay to one whofhou’d 
/peak or preach fo, That Jefus is not God , 
that he cannot do all things , nor is equal 
to the Father; &c . Wou’d they not con- 
clude he was a Denyer of the Deity of 
Chrift ? elfe he wou’d never fpeak fo un- 
guarded : upon the fawe Account , -when 
Jefus Chrift himfelf fays it 5 that he can- 
not of h'mfelf do all things, nor knows all 
things, and makes no referves In his words, 
we may conclude he alfo denies his being 
* Supream God $ elfe , if it be a juft way of 
fpea'king in him, it cannot be unjuft in us 
to imitate him, by denying him indefinite- 
ly, to. be, what he in anyohcNati/reis not, 
»Y rhathe is not God, without adding 
■ more. ' 

Nay,. After this way of Speaking which 
they Attribute to Chrift , a Man may be 
TaUght to fay his Creed Backward f and 
yet 'm,ake a true profeffion of his Faith, by 
'denying of Jefus Chrift ifr abfolwte Ex- 
•prefubns, what ever may 1 be denied of one 



Pontius Pilate , nor was Dead or Buried ; 
that he never Rofe nor.Afcended, nor will 
Return vifibly again; for his Divine Nature 
( which ’tis pretended he had Y was not ca- 
pable of thefe Things ; and fince they fay, 
the Perfonality is Divine, here : teems more 
warrant to be bolder in denying indefinite-, 
ly of the perfon what belongs not to the 
Divine Nature, whole the Perfonality is, 
than in fo denying, of the perfon what on- 
ly belongs hot to the humane Nature*, as 
this interpretation makes Chrift. to do. 

5. Finally , it weighs fomething with 
me, in oppofition to'this way of interpre- 
tation, that the Evangelifts never take any 
occafion (when they had fo many] to fub- 
joyn any Caution againft taking Chrift’s 
wordsin their obvious Senfe, whenhefays. 
He did notkyow the Hour , &c. and the 
like. If as we faid, our Lord had no mind 
to reveal his Divinity ( rho* I Ice not ftill 
why he fhoifd deny it thug) yet fare his 
Apoftles who wrote fb many Years after, 
whom it concerned to Reveal all impor- 
tant Truths moft clearly, wou’d nor fail to 
have let rhe Reader Right , by removing 
fuch obvious Objebtions as thefe are againft 
the Supream Deity of Chrift ; and faying,' 
he fpake this only in refpeft of his Man- 
hood, that -be knew not all things , <&c. 
But here, is not one Caution given, as, of- 
ten we "find there was about lefs Matters, 
fohn 2. 2 1. ch ; 1 r . 13. No doubt -it was, 
becaufe they wou’d have thething under- 



of his Natures • thus faictthtApoftles Creed flood as it fairlyJyes, nor rhinfcingof any 
takes Notice ot nothing to be believed con- fuch fecret Refervein Chrift, of k' Divine 

- . > . ^ - •« f « -ft* ■» • . I 1 ' I *■*-% f* ’( > < 



feerning Chrift , but wine belongs • to his .Nature iff His Perfon, to be Uciriy except- 
M/smtiod (which is very dieie ’ed, when he had denied fuch pcn'e&lbns 

ftvefe'aiiy ' Article relating tcr'liis Divinity, of his Perfon indefinitely , ^ 

5%Vhich muftn&ds be rnofh important J one Thus it remains Good, that Jefus Chrift 

friav WnCufe to deny r-hcrrrally with this difekims infinite perfetbions, belong' to 

J " him 
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him as to the Father and therefore that 
he is not the fame infinite God with him, 
if we can believe his own Words : But be- 
fore I conclude this Argument, I fhall en- 
deavour to Anfwer what our Oppofers of- 
fer on the contrary fide : They fay there is 
abundant Evidence from other Scriptures, 
that Jefus Chrift has thofe perfeftions in 
him, which I have fhewed in the foremen- 
tioned places, he denies ot himfelf; thefe 
.they lay in BaUance to the other, and iince 
both fidcs cannpt he proved , it mult be 
examined, which ought to jield ? Parti- 
culaily they fay Ommfcience is aferibed to 
Jefus Chrift, evenfuch as is peculiar to the 
Supream God, and fince this indeed is that 
infinite perfeSlion which they feem to al- 
ledge the moll plaufible Tellimoniesfor its 
belonging to him , therefore I chufe to 
fiqgle our this in particular; I think I have 
made good the Negative already from his 
own Mouth , that he did not know all 
things : Nor. an any thing of equal Evi- 
dence and Force be produced for the Af- 



commend them highly, and were affe£i;ed 
with wonder; for Admiration artd Pralfe 
natutally inclines to run out into HypeBpr 
les\ thus the Woman of Tckpah under^ a 
furprifing wonder of David's Sagacity cries 
out; My Lori knows all things on Earth 9 
and is as Wife as an Angel , 2 Saw. 14. 20 . 
and the Apoltle in commendation of feme 
Chrifthns fays , They knew all Things , 
1 John 2 20. and 27. and yet ’ois plairi.tueh 
Encomiums mull have their limitations; 
and indeed the Jews leem to have thought, 
that their Prophets knew, in a manner, all 
Things, Thus Luke 7. 39. When a woman 
of ill Fame Anointed our Lords Head; 
the Phaiifee fays of him, If this Manwere 
a Prophet, he would kytow what manner of 
Woman this is : And when the woman of 
Samaria found that he told her .of all her 
fecret Adis that ever file did, fhe concludes 
thus, Sir I perceive thou art a Prophet , 
John 4. 19. Tis no wonder then if the 
Difciples Ipeak thus of him, thou knovveft 
a!l things , without efteeming him more 



fimaiive, as will appear upon confiderate than thegreatell of Prophets. 



Examination. 

The inftances ufually alkdged to prove 
the infinite Omnifcience of Jelus Chrift are 
either; 1. Such as fpeak of his knowing*?// mentioned, John 
things in General ; or, 2. Of his knowing 
Mens Thoughts and Hearts in particular: 

To both which I Reply. 

Fir (l, Tis Objefted, that the Difciples 
aferibeto him the Knowledge of all things, 



3. Tis evident they never intended 
more, by attributing all knowledge to him, 
from their own words in one of the Texes 

1 6. 30. 'Where the Dif- 
ciples tell us, how much they inferred from 
his Great Knowledge (which. they deferibe 
and extol, by faying, Thou knoweft all 
tiling^ not that he was God , but one fent 
of God, by this we Relieve -that thou caweft 



as John 1 6. 30. ch. 21.17. Thou knoweft all forth from God : Not that thou thy felf arc 



things : I Anfwsr^ That as thofe Expreffi - tjut God. 
ons are words of Admiration from the 
Difciples not yet infpired: Sothey are in- 
tended only to expreft a very , great and 
coniprchcnfive Knowledge far from infi- 
nite, Divine Omnifcience, as appears. 



1. By CJiHiPs own words .he knew not 
what t]:e Father knew, fiz. The time of 
the Day of Judgment. 

2. In that it was common toaferibe all 
knowledge to Men of extraordinary 

V/hIdo;n, .efpvdaliy when any intended to which himlelf Dentes, be comes ffiort p| 

" * tnfinit 



So that by thefe large expreffi-: 
ons, they only intend to Attribute to hinx 
what a created Being is, by Divine Affi- 
ftance, capable of ; and therefore ’ tis. Vio- 
lence to then words , to infer from them? 
that Jefus Chrift is God , when themfelves 
infer no fuch thing; who bell knew their 4 
own meaning. 

And yet if it were Granted that our Lord 
Jefus knows all things, i. e. which aflually 
are; yet if he knows not all Futurities too „ 



£ 
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fnfirtite'Omnifcience. For ought I know , 
a finite Being may tfiave a K nowledge com- 
menfurate to this poor Earrh, which is but 
a dull of the Balance j and yet not. know 
all Gods (ecret Purpofes , or the Seafons 
which the Father keeps in his own Hand, 

"Atis i. 7. , . c 

• 2, *Tis Ob jetted, That the knowledge ot 
the Heart is afcribed to Chrift, John 2.25-. 
Mat. 9, 9. But Specially, Rev. 2. 23. and 
this they fay is. what belongs to God only , 
as Solomon judges, vKtn . 8. 39 and God 
claims it as his eminent Glory, Jer. 17. ic>. 
and yet $e[us Chrift fays , I am he who 
fear chef the Heart ; therefore fay flhey , 
Purely hemuftbe that God, Who only knows 
the Hearts of all the Children of men. I 
take this to be theftrongeft inftance that 
can be produced from the Sacred Text, for 
proving any infinite Divine Perfections to 
belong to the Lord jelus Chriit , and it 

ftall be ferioufly conlidered . 

In Anfwer hereto , I fhall fhew* -Two 
things, i-. In what Senfe, the fetching 
and knowing the Heart is made peculiar 
to God, and incommunicable toothers* by 
thofe Texts: 2, That notwithftanding it 



port that God has no equal herein, or that 
there is. an Eminent Senfe only in which 
fuch perfe&ions are peculiar to God , and 
incommunicable to all others 5 tho’llillin 
a Lower Senfe fomethingof them may be 
Communicated by him to others; and this 
fhall be feen, to be no forced Stippofirion, 
but according to the current drain of plain 
Scripture , in a multitude of inlhnces. 
Thus kis laid, That God only is Wife, Rom. 

1 6. 27. 1 Tim. r. 17. So Ch. 6. 16. God 
only has Immortality. So Thou only art 
Holy , Rev. 15. 4. and yet there are Wife and 
Holy Men, and immortal Holy Angelsand 
Spirits ; bur the meaning of thole appro- 
priate Expreflions is, that the Rlefled God 
is Wife, and Holy, and Immortal, in a 
more Excellent way and higher Sent than 
all others, and in which Senfe others can- 
not be fo, fo when *tis faid God only knows 
the hearts of Men, it mud be interpreted 
the fame way, Viz,. That there is nonecan 
know the Heart as God does, fo Univer- 
fally, fo immediately and independently : 
And yet *tis no contradiftion , to fay that 
he enables another to do it, in great mea- 
sure, under him ; and as he wou’d Argue 
but very weakly whofhou'd go about to 



him in fc 

A& may in another Senfe be jultly Attn- prove an Angel to De uoa tram 
buted to another, and perform’d by him he is calWHdy ^nd^Wiie^j^^which 

who is not the Moft High God. 

i. As to the former, tho’ Solomon fay, 

Theu Lord o;/£rknoweft the Hearts of all 
Men. Yet what if I fay, ’ris no wonder that 
Solomon fhou’d not know of any other to 
whom that Excellency was Communica- 
ted. fincc this My fiery of the Unfearchable 
Riches and Fulneis of Chrift, and of Gods 
being nmifeft in his Flefh , and his High 
Exaltation of him, was hidden in the A- 
ees part, and' only manifefted in the times 

of the Golpel 5 for kis in thefe latter times 

tW nur Lord Tefus has obtained his great often have the- Prophets foretold them 
. • j f/M* **»k?rh bp has from him ? 
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are faid to belong to God only : Even fo 
in the fame manner muft they Argue who 
wou’d prove Jelus Chrift to betheSupream 
God, from his knowing Mens Hearts, be- 
caufe Y\s faid to belong to God only ; .ex- 
cept they can fhewthat Jefus Chrift knows 
in the fame excellent independent manner 
and degree as his Father , and that he is 
no more beholden to him for Ability and 
AlTiftance than he is to his Son Jefins Chrift . 
So I might Argue from Ifa. 46. 9. That 
God only knows Futurities, and yet how 



Anfhnrirv and Dienity, for whiefi he has 
Received anfwmble Abilities : Yet I add , And ’tis not hard to fuppofe that asHoli- 
foch Expreflions in Scripture, appropna- nets and Wrfciom fo ro know the thoughts 

ti.nu fome perfe&ions to God, do only im- and Hearts of Men, hath beenCommuni- 
6 . eaced 
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sated to Prophets and Apoftles; was there 
not fomething of this , if not in the Pro- 
phet EUfbas, telling the fecret Counfels 
of the Syrian King , 2 Kings 6 , 12. yet at 
lea ft in the Spirit of Difcerning mentioned 
1 Cor. 1 2.10. and in the cafe of Ananias and 
Safhira ? Ails 5. I grant this was by Di- 
vine affiance of the Spirit of God, and by 
Revelation : Neither is our Lord Je fas 
Christ afham’d to own that His knowledge 
is fo.metimes owing to Revelation from God 
His Father , Rev . 1. 1. If any fhou’d ask, 
how Jefus Chrift comes to know all that 
he Reveals in thofe Seven Epiftles to the 
Severn Churches, &c. The very Fir ft 
Words of that Book of the Revelations , 
may be an anfwer , It was the Revelation 
which God gave to Jefus Chrift , &c. No 
wonder then that he (ays, he knows their 
Works, their Hearts, and their approaching 
Judgments and Tryals, when His own 
vaft Abilities are affifted byGocisRevelation. 

But it will be faid , that His fe arching 
the Heart , Imports it to be His own Aft. 
Anfwer', So it may very well be; for what- 
ever a Man knows , he knows it by his 
own Aft; And why may not the Mind 
fearch, and yet be under the light of Re- 
velation , and the Influence of Superior 
alFiftance? But yet after all, thefe Words 
of iearching the Heart , are only an ex- 
prelfion chat denotes the Accuracy of His 
Knowledge , not the Manner of attaining 
to it, for taken properly , as applyed to 
God, ’cis difhondurable to fay, he is put 
to make a fearch , fince all things are naked 
and open to His view. And if they mull 
be taken Striflly and Properly, as applyed 
to Chrift, then they belong not to Him 
in the fame Sence as they do to God , and 
fo can be no Argument of His being that 
God, which leads me ro (hew: 

Secondly , Thattheres no abfurdiryin at- 
tributing this Knowledge of the Heart to 
Jefus Chrift , tho’ He be not the Moft 
"High God. That he knows things with 
fome limitation as to the Degree, and in 
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dependence on His Father,as to th z.Man* 
ner, appears by what has been faid already : 
And therefore the knowledge of the heart 
attributed to Him, mull be fuch as is con- 
fident with His Subordination to the Fa- 
thers greater Knowledge. 

Tis pleaded. That ’ris not poffible for 
a Finite Being to have fuch Univerfal 
knowledge of the hearts and ways of Men, 
as is afcribed to Jefus Chrift, and which 
as Head and Ruler of the Church , and 
World, He ought to have, and therefore 
he is infinite God. 

Anfwer , I am pretty fure, it can never 
be demo nitrated , that it exceeds a Finite 
capacity to know the concerns of all on 
this Earth, when the enlarged underftan- 
ding is alfifted in the higheft Manner by 
Divine influence and Revelation. The 
reafon is, becaufe the Objeft is Finite, and 
I challenge any Man to (hew me how ic 
can be impoflible for a Finite capacity to 
Comprehend a FinireObjeft, as this World 
is, and wou’d be, th'o’ ic were Ten thou- 
fand times greater than it is? Iam Satisfy ’d 
this can never be demonftrated to imply 
any contradiftion in it; And that all fuch 
imaginations concerning it, Proceed Chiefly 
from too high a Conceit of Man, and too 
low apprehenfion of the infinite God ; as 
if the diftance between thef^ two was 
fo fmall, that there cou’d not be one made 
of a Capacity fo much above Men, as to 
be Commenfurate to them all, but pre- 
fently he muft be the moft High God,‘ 
as tho 5 that Supreme Being cou’d not pro- 
duce one who fhou’d be a Thoufand times 
beyond all this Earth and its Inhabitants, 
and yet it be infinitely below Himfelf : 
M.ethinks,if the Sun was but an Intelligent 
Creature, and cou'd diffufe hislnelleftual 
Influences as he do’s his Natural; cou’d 
but fee and underltand with his Beams 
and fecret Influences, Tis eafy to imagine 
what a Penetrating and Comprehenfive 
kn wledge lie might have, but we may 
Entertain much greater thoughts of the 
Sun of Right ecufiefsj Jefus Chrift . And 




And I conceive a ftrong argument to 
prove Jefus Chrift as Man, capable of 
Inch deep and extenfive Knowledge, may 
be drawn from the Offices of Dignity and 
Power conferred onHim.bv God. For 
God has given to Him to be Head over all 
things f Eph. i. 22. He has given or com- 
mitted to Him all judgment , John 5. 22. 
And that as the\SW of Ad 'an , v.iy. in fhort, 
His Kingly Office by which he Rules over 
all the World, and takes (pedal care of all 
His Members, as it Neceflirily fuppofes 
His knowledge of the whole Eftate of His 
Church and every Member of it, as far as 
is ‘necefliry for the Difcharge of that Trull ; 
So I think it undeniably proves this large 
Knowledge to be Exercifed by Him as 
Man , however he gains it; 

For, fince this Office and Power is gi- 
ven, It cannot Terminate in the Divine 
Nature; for who can give to God , any 
Dignity or Power, who has all Originally 
in His own Being ? it mud then be given 
to the Many or humane Nature only : And 
if the Man Chrift Jefus fuftain this Office, 
and be inverted with this Kingly Power, 
even with all Power in Heaven and Earth, 
then as Man we cannot deny Him to be 
fuitably qualifyed for it, with all requisite 
Abilities, left we reproach God f as calling 
one to an Employment, who is not fitted 
for it, oxHimfelfin affuming a truft which 
he is not able to difcharge; be (ides, unlefs 
His humane Nature can execute this Pow- 
er, it cannot be faid to be given to it, for 
a Power which cannot be be exerted , or 
is impoffible to be executed, is not given 
nor Received, any morethanaCommiffi* 
on, or Grant to a Stock or a Tree, to bear 
Rule, not over the other Trees (as in Go- 
thams Apologue) but over a Nation, or to 
Command an Army’ Tis no Gift at all, 
if this were the calc, that the Man Chrift 
Jefus be utterly incapable of the Office and 
Government lodged in Him; 

It it be faid, That tho* the Office and 
delegated Authority be committed to the 



humane , yet ’tis only executed by the 
Divine Nature in Chrift. I Anfwtr, ’Tis 
moll imreafonable to fuppofe this TruH 
committed to the Man Chrift , who mult 
adaft deliver it up, 1 Cor* 15. 24. and yet 
the Management of it belong only to ano- 
ther Being : How can he be Commended 
for being Faithful , over the Houfe of God \ 
to Him who appointed or constituted Him , 
Heb. 3. 2.6. when kis not expected he 
fhoifd execute His Office 5 1 Grant indeed 
that His Kingly Office is executed by the af- 
fiftance of God , as he exerts His Divine 
Power and Wifdom, through the humane 
Nature of Chrift, and Communicates of 
them in all f nine fs to Him, in whom it 
dwells; But to fay, that the ManChrift does 
not Exercife His Kingly Univerfal Power, 
but that His Divine Nature (fuppofing ir) 
does folely and immediately execute the 
Office given to Him as Man or Mediator, 
(for to God can nothing be given) is in my 
Mind a moft Grofs abfurdity ; for Tis to fay, 
That God Officiates for Man, in Executi- 
on of a Delegated , or Subordinate Autho- 
rity; or that he A&s under the Authority, 
and in the Name of a Creature , which is 
not meet to be faid of the Supreme God, 
It remains therefore, That asChrift’silni- 
verfal Kingdom and Headfhip, is by Gift 
from God (of which only the Man Chrift 
is the Receiver) committed as a Trull to 
Him; So he certainly wants no ability to 
execute that Truft in the Afe/z^entrufted 
with it; I fay no ability, whether of Pow- 
er or Knowledge, fufficientto render Him, 
a careful , vigorous, and every way moft 
Effectual Head of His Body, and Ruler of 
the World, and to deny this, is to Rob 
Him of His greateft Glory. 

Befides, What Benefit or Gift is itto the 
Man Chrift, that the Divine Nature ihoiTd 
execute a Power which it always had, and 
cou’d Exercife without any Gift to Him? 
What Reward, or what Addition was this 
to Him, 
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Another Argument may be drawn, Horn 

that Comfortable Ground of confidence in 
a Chriftians Addrefs to God, which the 
Scripture lays down, viz. The Simpa- 
thizina Compaflion of our Lord Jet us 
ChriftJ towards His diftrefled Servants, 
arifingfrom His own fufferings when on 
Earth, Heb- 4. 15. 16. Seeing we have 
not an High Prieft, who cannot be touched 
with the feeling of our Infirmities, but was 
in all points Tempted as we are : Let us 
therefore come boldly to tbeThrone of Grace. 
Chrill’s having been tryed with Sufferings, 
makes Him a more Compaflionate earneft 
Advocate for us ; and tin's is our Comfort 

Now ’tis certain , This Companion 
arifing from His own experience of trou- 
ble , can belong to none but His humane 
Nature; the Divine Nature is Compalfio- - 
rnte, but not for this rcafon, becaufe it was 
Tempted, or grieved with Mifery : No, it 
was only the Man Chrift Suffered, and 
confequently feels a Sympathy from hence 
with His diftrefled Servants And ’cismoft 
certain, that if he Sympathize with them 
in their troubles, he muff then know them 
in that Nature, which only has a fellow 
feeling of them , for none can Sympathize 
withtheMiferiesof others which he knows 
not of ; So that they who deny ChrilTs 
humane Nature to be capable of the know- 
ledge of all our Miferies, do in effedt deny 
Him to be fuch a Compajfionate Advocate 
as the Scripture reprefents Him, and Rob 
us of this Strong ground of Confutation 
and Hope in our approaches to God, 
which the Apofile wou’d have us to build 
on. 

And this Doftrine has been fo far from 
appearing, either impoffible , or abftrrd to 
the reafon of Mankind, that I might pro- 
duce the confent of a very great Number 
of learned Men , even among them who 
oppofe my other Opinions. Th z Lutherans 
allow the Man Chrift a fort of univerfal 
knowledge, as well as univerfal Prefence 

which they Plead for. The School* Men, 



both Thomifis and Scotifts , allow Him u- 
niverfal Knowledge , tho* they differ in 
their way of explaining it. 

And there was a time in the Sixth Cen- 
tury, when in the Chriftian Church feme 
were branded with Herejte , under the 
Name of Agnoeu , who held Chrift was 
ignorant of any thing, which I conceive 
mu ft have been in relation to His humane 
Nature; for thofe Perlons owned Him to 
have a Divine Nature , and ’cis hard to 
imagine they cou’d attribute Ignorance ro 
that. But (waving that Matter which is 
difputedj it is enough for my purpole,w*. 
to prove what Senfe the Chriftian Church* 
then had of Chrifts extenjive Knowledge, 1 
as Man\ that they who wrote againft thofe ‘ 
Her sticks , do’exprefsly deny any ignorance 
in Chrift as Man\ for this we may produce 
two famous Patriarchs of the Chriftian 
Church at that time, viz. Ettlogm of 
Alexandria , and Gregory of Rome: Thofe- 
Here ticks produced for their Opinion* 
Chrifts Words, That he knew not the time 
of the laft Judgment , as an inftance of 
His ignorance : To this the Former Per- 
fon fays, that he was not ignorant of it, 
not as Man, and much lefs as God : The 
/ alter fays, In Nat urn quidem humanitatis 
noviffe, fed non ex Nat nr a htmamtatis . 

He knew it with the humane Nature, but 
that knowledge did not rife from the ’hu- 
manity ; which is what I manrain as to the 
knowledge I attribute ro him , but not 
extending itffo far as to z\\ futurities, which 
they did. 

And I find not a few of the Modern 
Reformed Divines , (who when out of this 
Diipute) fpeak agreeably to this, and are 
far from thinking it Idolatry, to aferibe as • 
much knowledge as I have done , to the 
Man Chrift. Thus the Reverend Mr. 
Baxter , in his notes on Efh . 4. 16. plainly 
intimates, that he conceives znAngel might 
be made capable of Ruling the V niverfal ' 
Church on Earth by. Legiflation , Judg- 
ment, and Execution ; For having- faid^ 
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this Task was impoflible to any Power 
but Divine ; He coireCts himfeif by a cl- 
ing, or Angelical at leaft - And fure the 

Man Chrilt’s Ability, is far Superior to 
Angels; befidesthathe has them Miniftring 
to Him, and giving Him no rice of Matters 
if there be any Occafoon; for he has Seven 
Principal Spirits, who are the Eyes of the 
Lamb fent forth through all the Earth , as 
the fame Author interprets, Rev. 5. 6. 

So the Author of a little Book, called 
the Future State , the lame who wrote the 
Good Samaritan, a worthy Divine of the 
Church of England, fays many things 
very Rational concerning the large extent 
of Chrifts humane Knowledge ,* that pro- 
bably, He can as eafily infpeft the whole 
Globe of this Earth , and the Heavens that 
encompafs it, as we can view a Globe of an 
Inch Diameter , P.46. 4 7. that he intercedes 
as Man, and can he intercede in a cafe which 
he knows not > So again, P. 150. The like fays 
Limborchm^m Theol. Cirri ft. lib- 5. C. 18. 

Let me add only the Teftimony of Dr. 
Thomas Goodwin, who was neverlfuppofe 
cenfured for ap Idolater among Dif enters-, 
And yet ’tis fcarce pofTible that 1 fhou’d 
attribute greater knowledge to the Man 
Jefus Chrift than he. See his Selett cafes, 
part 3d, where he fays, The humane under- 
funding of Chrift takes in all occurrences 
which concerns His Church. And that ai 
he faid all Power in Heaven and Earth is 
given me of my Father , fo might he fay all 
knowledge in Heaven and Earth is given 
me , that his Beams pierce into ever) 
corner , that he k>iows the Sore of ever) Heart , 
and concludeswith theferermrkable words, 

that as a Looking-Glaj s wrought in the form 
of a Globe , reprefents the Images of all that 
is in the Room : So the enlarged humane 
under ft an ding of Chrift, takes in all things 
in Heaven and Earth at once. It feems 
thefe Men did not take it to be the Pe- 
culiar Perfection of the Divine Nature to 
know the Hearts ; So as that no Crearure 
cou’d partake of it by Divine affiftance and 
Revelation . 
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Indeed, as to the manner of knowing 
the heart; We cannot teil how the inhabi- 
tants of the other World have accefs to 
our minds or to each others, but without 
doubr, SP efus Chrifl; whole eyes are as a 
Flame of Fire, has more pxoper abilities 
for penetration, as well as more Revelati- 
on from God, and more Capacity , for 
receiving and Treafuring it up, than all 
others. In fhort;t\% evident Chrift as Man-, 
is the Great Aiminiftrator of Gods provi- 
dential Kingdom, fohn 5. 27. As Man , he 
muft Judge the whole World, AUsi-j.^i. 
which impliesvaftanduniverfalKnowIedge: 
Who then dares fay, that the Man Chrift 
Jefus, has not a Knowledge as large as this 
narrow Earth , or as the Sand by the Sea 
fhore, without any Hyperbole ? I think ’tis 
beyond all reafonable doubt, and as this 
Doftrine has appeared Rational enough,' 
and efcaped all Cenfure, as far as I know, 
when delivered by others than theVnita- 
ria»s : So I hope it muft not be counted 
Heretical in them, for which others never 
Forfeited the Gloiious Title of Orthodox : 
Thus it appears, Th-t all which is faid 
of ChrifVs cx ten five Knowledge in 'Scrip- 
ture, is far from proving Him to be the 
Supreme Infinite God, it may be Accounted 
for otherwife very fairly 5 And the like 
may be alio faid with refpeft to other 
( which foine call) Divine perfections attri- 
buted to Him , that they are no more 
truly infinite, as attributed to Him, than 
this of Knowledge, but that there are plain 
evidences of their being attributed to Him 
in a limited^ and inferior Senfe, in com- 
panion of what they arc, in the molt 
Glorious God over all Gods-, and therefore 
Men had need produce other fort of Ar- 
guments for the Supreme Deity of Chrift, 
than from rhefe Topicks. 

Nor do I doubt but I cou’d mantain my 
caufe with equal advantage, upon the 
Head of Divine worfhip, which is another 
Topicfi, whence my oppofers wou’d infer 
the Deity of the Lord Jefus Chrift; it 

were 
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were eafy to fliew, there is no InHance of 
fupreme Divine Woriliip given ultimately 
to Him in Scripture, but on the contrary , 
that a 41 tke.Hopour it afljgns to him, is 
fuck, as fpeaks him to be inferior to the Fa- 
ther, and dependent on him ; finceit is 
wholly grounded upon what God his Fa- 
ther has gracioufly bellowed on him ; Thus 
he requires Baptifm ( if that be an aft of 
immediate proper Worfhip ) in his Name, 
Becaufe all power in Heaven and Earth was 
given to him. Thus we mult honour the 
Son as ( truly not as greatly as) we honour 
the Father , becaufe the Father hath corn- 
wilted, or given, all judgment to him , Join 
5. 22, 23. Thus at the Name of Jefus muft 
every Knee bow,, and every Tongue . confefs 
him to be Lord; becaufe as a reward of 
btf Obedience the Father hath given him a 
Name above every Name : AncTtis added, 
chat all this Homage is ultimately to the 
Glory of the Father . Worfhip which is thus 
grounded upon derived and borrowed Ex- 
cellency, is not fupremely Divide, and can- 
not be offered to the InfiniteSelf-originate, 
Independent Deity, without a great Af- 
front, becaufe Tis not the moft excellent, 
Mai. 1 . 14. to praife an independent God, 
for Honour and Powa: granted to him. by 
another , fuppofes a Falfhood, and mingles 
Reproaches with Praife. 

So that however there may be the fame 
common external Afts, or Words ; ( fuch 
as bowing the Knee, and faying Glory and 
Praife , &c.) u fed to God and the Media- 
tor"-,. as alfo in fome Inftarices, they are 
given in common to ordinary Men, yet the 
Mind of a rational Worfhiper, will make a 
Diftinftion in his inward Intention , as no 
doubtiut thofe devout Jews did, who in 
the fame aft, bowed their Heads , and wor • 
Jhipped both God and the King, 1 Ghron. 
2t). 20. but I Hull not purfue this any far- 
ther at prefent 

Moreover, I judge, that to aflert Jefus 
Chrift to be the fupreme God, fubverts the 
Gofoel-Doftrine of his Mediation \ for if 



I mult have one who is fupreme God. anS 
Man , for my Mediator with God, then, 
when I addrefs to Jefus Chrift as the fu- 
preme God, where is the God- wan that 
muft be my Mediator with him 2 To fay 
he Mediates with himfelf \ is the fame as to 
fay, that I muft go to him without a Me- 
diator, and turns the whole Bufinefs of 
Mediation into a Metaphor, contrary to the 
common fenfe of things, as well as againft 
the Scripture j and I wou’d gladly know 
what is the notion of going to God with- 
out a Mediator, If this be ail, that he me-, 
diates with himfelf 2 Who ever doubted 
the exercife of his own Wifdow or Mercy , 
that thefe do in a fort plead in him 2 Bus 
fure theScripturesfpeakof ^Mediator with- 
out him, when they let forth Jefus Chrift 
as fuch.; and who is this Mediator, when 
we go toJefusChrift as iheultimatcQb)e£i l 
If it be laid his Humane Nature only , afts 
in this Mediation, tho’ as united to the Di- 
vine ; I anfwer, That as this is ftill tomake 
Chrift Mediator with. himfelf ; fo the Hu- 
mane Nature is not God man ; and if the 
Man, or Humane. Nature alone, be capable 
of doing the part of a Mediator, then 'tis 
not neceflary that Jefus Chritl faoud be 
more than a Man inhabited by, and related 

to God, in order to that OfficeiNpr may. 
it be (aid, that the union to the Divine Na- 
ture, gives an infinite efficacy to thofe Afts,' 
of which the Humane only is the principles 
for unlefi by that union, the Humane Na- 
ture was turn'd into an Infinite or Divine 
Nature; itsafts can no more be reckoned 
properly and intrinfecally Infinite jn this 
cafe; than his Body or flumane Vnier - 
Handing are infinite, becaufe fo united to 
an Infinite Nature. 

Bufwh-at fully demonftrates , that the' 
Hurkafil^nature of Chrift can never be an 
effcttujd Mediator,faccording to them) no, 
not tho* it were perfonally united to.the 
Divine is this, viz,. That they deny this 
Humane nature fo united, ro have the 
knowledge of thefecret, mental Prayers,the 
F , 'inward 
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ftians, dr to know any ones Heart:, And real Perfons, or infinite Being*, the other 
how then can he be a compiffionat'e Inter' bufo^e ('(for they are not yet agreed wheth - 
ceffor in cafes that he knows nothing of? er.they worffiipHvw infinite fupreme Be- 
Or how can he have ifefow-feelingottheir ings or but Gar j fo, between them both;thefe 
Sufferings, which he knows not that they two great GoElrines are fubverted, thelfa- 
feelatall? What comfort is there in this alifts leave room for a Mediator in the 
account of Chrift's Mediation ? The Divine Godhead ; but they deftroy the Unity of 
Nature is precluded from it, becaufe they God, who is one Infinite Being j on the o- 
direft us to feek to that as the ultimate ther hand, they who hold true to the Di- 
Objeftthro’ a Mediator ; and the Humane vine Unity, or one infinite Being under 
Nature, they fay, may know nothing of three modes, or Properties, or Relations, 
our cafe, nor knows our Hearts, whether we do by plain confequence leave noplace 
Worfhlp fincerely, or Repent iincerely, or for fuch a Mediator as chey require, viz. 
hypocritically only; and fo knows not how One who is an infinite God, to be Media- 
to .reprefent, or recommend us to God : tor with the infinite God ; -when there 
,Whata cafe now do thefe Men bring us in- is no other infinite Being but his own, and 
to ? There ' is iio Mediator left, to inter- he cannot be thought to intercede with 
pofe with the fupreme God, fo that we himfelf neither : So that to keep the Gof- 
muft deal with him immediately and alone, pel Faith whole and mde filed, ’ris necef- 
! which they will own is far from the Gof- fary that we avoid both thefe Rocks, by 
pel Do&rjne or Method. Thus is the Ld. believing God and his CvW/rtobe TwoBe- 
Jefustuitr’d out of his Office, on a pretence ings, thatfo there may be room for One 
of giving him higher honour. So that up- to Mediate with the Other : And thatthefe 
on the whole, r as faraslfee, wehadewm Twoare not two equal or fupreme Beings, 
as good be content with the Apofiles fair but one fuhordinate to the other, that fowe 
and plain account of this matter ; if its be- may preferve thCUnity of the fupreme God. 
ingfovery intelligible, may.notbe an un‘- Let us then bethink our felves ferioufly, 
pardonable Objection againft it, viz. That not whit' the Church in latter Days has 
there is hut one God, undone Mediator be- thought of Jelus'Ghrift, but what his Own 
tween God and Man, the Man Chrijl Jtfm, Apoftles, when infpired, have thought of 
i Tim. 2. 5. Never let us fear, but Paul him : Methinks none was more likely, or 
knew how to defcribe the Me diator, with- ever had a fairer'Qccafion to reprefent his 
out leaving out the better half of him, or Lord in the height of his Glory, than the A- 
the principal Nature : Our Mediator, ad- poftl z Peter; in the Day of Pentecoft ! 
cording to him, was only a M an ; who That Day of Triumph, with the newly 
alfo is by Office a God, or Ruler over all ; and vifibly infpired Apofiles : Hear how 
made fo by him who puts all thiwgs under magnificently he deferibes his glorious Lord 
him. i Jefiu before his Murtherers, APIs 2. 22. Te 

And indeed as there are two p.rinci- men efltoel hear theje words, Jefus ofNa- 
pal dilHnguijhing Doftrines of Chnfiiani- zareth, a man approved of God among you , 
t'i relating to the Unity of the fupreme by Miracles, Wonders andSigns,whichGod 
God, and the one Mediator with him; fo did by him in the midft of you: Again is, 
theTrinitarianshzve loft them bothamong 3 6. Let all the Houfe of l frael know afiur. 
their feveral Parties . For as they are di- edly, that God hath made that fame Je- 
vided into two principal Parties ( befides Pus whom ye have Crucified, both Lordand 
feycralSub-divifionsjboth among Gonfor ; Chrifi. Now ’tis obfervab!e s ' the Apoftle 




was aiming r at fuch a Defcription &f Jefus properly (Thrift is moft High God, is to 
Chrift, as*: might ftrike the Hearts, of his fay the inferior is fupreme, and the Man is 
Muryherers with the greateftkorrordf their God ; which ; cannot b$ponlyby ,a Figure, 
Crime, 23. and therefore cou’d neve as the Bread is- Chrift’s Body, viz. by re - 
orriit the moft emfhatical Branch of his lation, &c . And truly if the Bufinets can 
Defcription, viz, His Infinite Deity , if he befalved herej by making a perfonal U- 
had, really been fuch; what a terrifying nion between God and Chrift, -I fee not 
Argument had that been to beget Convi- why the Papifts may not fet up luch ano- 
&ioji in his Periecutors beyond all the tier Vnion between (Thrift’s Body and the 
reft, to tell them they hadfhed the Blood Bread in theEucharift,and then they may 
of the Infinite. G.odhimfe!f ? Tis certainly ftoutly defend that *tis the Body of Chrift 
all fiat and Low, that Peter (xys in compa- properly. But indeed nothing is more ob- 
rifon ©f this, viz. That he was but a Man vious than -the uniteadinefs of many Pro- 
approvedof God . Did he not underftand,or teftant Writers, when they write againft 
would he betray his Caufe by fuch an O- the Papifts and the Vnitarians : How do 
miffion? Andyet heonlyreprefenfs Chrift they go backwards and forwards ’? And 
as a God by Inhabitation and Exaltation, when they have triumphantly and fully 
When he was far from being daunted with beaten off the vain AlTaults and Obje- 
any fear to ownChrift fully; nay ,if this Dei- ftions of the Papifts, they take up their 
fyof Chrift were a fundamental Article of baffled Arguments, and urgaitfyem che 
Chrifiian Paith, how comes it to pals, that fame way ( as others did againft* them) a- 
when poor convinced Souls, in anguilli for gainft the Vnitarians ; and what they have 
their Crimes, feek Direftion how to be fa- maintainedagainfttheformer,asgoddAr*- 
^tfifromthem?^.37.The Apoftlefhouy gument, not with (landing Romift Evafi- 
not acquaint them with this Article, but ons; thefe Arguments they oppofe, when > 
direfts them to believe in this- Jefus, fuch the Unitarians turn them againft them- * 
as he had deferibed him ? Did he dire& felves, in the point of the Trinity, and * 
wounded Souls to an infujficient Saviour, they betake themfelves to like Shifts and * 
without telling ’em he was the infinite Evafions. Thus let t\\t\Papfts oh}cSt to ’ 
God ? Yet they are Baptiz’d and added to them the Novelty of the Proreftant Reli- 
the Church, and numbred among fuch as gion, and ask them where was their Re- 
fhall b efaved : How can this be, if . the ligion and Church before Luther* They 
(upiemz Godhead of Chrift beafundamen- think it a weak Cavil, and can tell ’em- 
tal Article of the Chriftian Faith? So Alls their Religion was in the Bible, and-*^ . 
10. 38. God was with him, This was all Church among the Primitive 
to conclude God and Chrift (or one a- however it lay hid 

nointed) are t^Wparatec or different Apoftacy ; *ndyet to the V nit mi an the? 
Things, as much as Chrift s Body ; and can make the fame Obje&ion, where has 
Bread are, and therefore cannotbe predi- any Ghriftian Church for to many A 
cated one of the other, in a proper fenfe, ges held that Chrift was not God i A- - 
, ■ __ | as all our Writers a- gainft the Papift they will prove that the 

gainft the Romijh Tranfubftantiation, argue. Fathers did not hold the' Elements to be 
and is of equal force in the'prelent cafe. Chrift’s real Body and Blood, becaufe 
To he minted, imports, to be raifed by they off call them the Images thereof • But 
Authority and Honour conferr’d ; ‘tis in let the Vmtarian argue that Chrift is not- 
ified So fay, the Perfon is a Creature, or the fupreme God, becaufe the Scripture 
inferior Being § and therefore to fay that ftiles him ths /^/ of.God, and there- 
fore 11 -' 
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fore not the God whofe Image only He is^ 
then, die thing it felf and its image mu ft 
be the Tame thing? Againfi the Papift 
they irati prove S. Peter was inferior to the. 
Church, and the reft of the Apofties, (cho* 
not fingly to eacli'J becaufe he was fent up 
and down by them ; This Baronins takes 
hold of , and tells them by the fame rea- 
fon, they -muft grant the Arlans Argument 
to be good, viz- That the Father is great- 
er than the Son, bccauie the Son is fent by 
him : But let an Vnitarian ajrgue thus,, 
and thentho’ the Father fends, and the Son 
be fent by him, yet they fhal! both be e - 
qualy and this fhall make no difference : 
Againft thePapi/lsthey wiIlboaft,that they 
don't hoodwink the People in Ignorance ; 
but bid' them inquire and examine,; and 
the more the better, while ’tis ground of 
Sufpicign,?that the Papifts cheat Men, by 
their l&eping them from the^. Light ; but 
now. having to do with th^Vnitarians, 
they tack about, and bid beware of Read- 
ing arid Difputing j they are for an tmpli- 
citc Faith , without examining into deep 
Myfteries; they bid us believe, not pry in- 
to them ;.,tho’ we only defirc to examine 
whtthjdr the Scriptures do reveal any fuch 
Myfteries. at all ; the reft we will believe, 
if we cou’d fee that, and deftre no other 
liberty in interpreting Scripture, than they 
take fo juftly , in interpreting Chrift’s words, 
This is my Body . . Upon Proteftant Princi- 
ples The Vnitarians think they can (land 
their ground, and defend themfelves in 
thefe Matters, as eafily as the Proteftant s 
can againft the Papifts. 

As to Primitive Antiquity, fo many In- 
q Hirers both among the Romijh and Re' 
formed Writers, haye ‘given their impartial 
Teftimony, that it runs for Arias' s Do- 
ftrine, and have made fuch poor Apolo- 
gies for thofe Fathers , as tho’ they knew 
not, or were not careful of their funda- 
mental Articles of Faith, till they came to 
:be bandied about in General Cowells, that 



only one thing I wou'd fuggeft f- That al- 
lowing 7 *' the Primitive Writers to. fpeak in 
different places with great, at leaft Teeming 
Difcord (which : any ingenuous Man mult 
grant) fometimes plainly declaring Jefus 
Chrift inferior to,, and the Servant of the 
Father, before his Incarnation ; at other 
times giving him high Tides, as of one 
equal with God ; yet Tis far more reaforia- 
ble to fuppofethe higher Expreffions lhoifd 
be expounded according to the other, than 
the contrary ; becaufe in difeourfing of ? 
and pleading for a beloved admired Ob- 
jeft, as the Lord $cfw deferves to be, 
'tis very eafy and natural to run out into 
drains of Eloquence, andTofty flights of 
Praife, which muft be interpreted not 
with ftrift Rigour,! but with great Abate- 
ments ; as is \o be obferved in fome of 
their high Encomiums on the venerable 
Myftery of the Eucharift, as tho* with the 
Papifts, they took the Elements for 
ChrifVs real Body, which yet they evi- 
dently did deny. But on the contrary , no 
Men are wont ever to fpeak diminutively 
on fuch occafions ; they cou’d not have a 
thought to leffen their Mafter’s Glory ; 
and therefore if they everreprefent him as 
not the fupreme God; norequal 'to him, 
we have all reafon to think, they then 
fpake only the Words of Truth and Sober- 
nefs, what the exa£t Matter required. 

For my own part, as I write this under 
the ferious Impreffions of thofe great Re- 
lations in which the Blefftd Refits ftanas 
to me, whom I credit as ndy great Teach- 
er • whom I defire to admire and love as 
my gracious endeared Benefaftor, beyond 
Father or Mother, orFriends, &c\ Whom 
I reverence as my Lord and Ruler, and 
jfolemnly expett , as my Final Glorious 
Judge, who is to come in his own, and in 
his Fathers Glory, Luk : 9. 26. And in the 
mean time deal with God thro* him, as 
my only Mediator and IntercefTor : So I 
earneftly profefs, that 



.. ^ „ ns not without 

-I chink it not needful to iay more "here, grievous and bitter Relentments, that 3 

fhou’d 
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Ston'd be employ'd in Wilting Tiling 
which by fomany well-meaning Cluifti- 

*ns will be mif interpreted, to bedeio- 
gatory to the Honour of this Q;eat Re- 
deemer ; but I know He loves nothing 
but Truth in his Caufe, and will never be 
offended, I hope, with any wivo (land by 
his own Words, viz. The Father is great- 
er than I f Job. 14. 28. I think it a dan- 
‘ gerous thing to fay God is rot greater than 
he, or is not the Head of Chris} • for 7 rvhom 
will ye equal to me y faith the Hoi) One ? Ifa . 
4a 25. f am perl waded ’cis Truth I plead 
for, and that Supports me ■ 

However I wifh they who are Adver- 
saries to my Perfwafion, uou’d learn at leaft 
the Modefty of one of the earlieft Writers 
for Chriliianity fin<£ the Apol-tles, that we 
have, I mean Juflin Martyr y \v\\Q difputing 
with a Jew , and pleading for the Honour 
of Jefus Chrift, whom he calls a God by 
the Will of the Father \ and one who mini- 
sl\red to his Will . , before his Incarnation : 
This Perfon attempts to fhew, that Jefus 
Chrift did prtexift of old, as a God, fin 
his fenfe ) and was born afterwards of a 
Virgin ; but becaufe as he fays, there were 
fpftie who confefled him to be Chrift, and 
yet denied thoje Points of his PneeJriftcnce 
tqi his miraculous Birth of a Virgin, that 
Father calmly fays to his Adversary, If I 
jfpnll not de confer Ate theft things that he did 
.,$ftgexift y &c. And was born of a Virgin • 
yitftill , the Caufe is not loft , as to hts be- 
ing the Chrift of God \if I do not prove that 
he did PraexiH, &c. It is juft to fay that 
I am mi f takyn in this Thing only y and not 
to deny that he is the Chrift ; for whofoever 
he- be , that is every way demonft rated, that 
he is the Chrift . And as for thole Chrift i « 
ans who denied the abovefaid things, and 
held him to be only a Man, born in the 
ordinary way he ©nly fays of them ; to 
whom I accord not. He does not damn 



Reed to trull on, if he be not the very 
(upjeme God , (the ranting Diafttt of our 
pi o fane Age) no, butftill he was Cure he 
is the true Chrift, whatever elle he might 
be mi [taken in : 'Tis defperate wicked nefs 
in Men to hazard the Reputation of the 
Truth and Holinefs of the bit fled Jefix, 
upon a difficult and difputaWe Opinion ; 
to dare to fiy, That if they are miftaken 
in their Opinion ( which I verily believe) 
then Jefus Chrift is a Liar and Deceiver, 
a Mock Saviour , and the like : What is 
this but to expofe him to the Scorn of In- 
fidels? 

So that I fee, with forrow, that to this 
very Day, even among profefled Qhrifti - 
anj themiclves, Chrift Crucified is to fome 
a Stumbling block, and to otheis Pooliili- 
nefs : If he be not as Good and Great, as 
the God who appointed him for a Saviour , 
tho' he be allowed to be a Man approved 
of God y by Signs and mighty Wonders 
which God d ; d by him ; and by whom 
God m;de the Worlds, as the Inftrument, ; 
tho* he be granted ro be One ir> whom 
dwelt all the fulnels of the Godhead, Joh. 
14; 10. So as it nteyer.dwfelt before in 



the 



Prophets or any other> ^V\He b sOm?' 
with the Father , by Unity *$£ Content and 
Will, as Calvi-i interprets Joh. 10. 30. 
One in teftimony with the Father andSfii- 
rit, as Beza and many others underftand 
that in 1 John $.7, Tho’ he pz ■ theipoft 
lively vifible image of Godthat the Wx>rld 
ever faw , fo that he who jecs him, does 
in great meaflire fee the Father, as in a 
bright Mirronr, Joh, 14^ 10 Tho* he be 
owned and (erved, as one far above An- 
gels 5 and Archangels; and over all Powers 
fn Heaven and Earth, a God or Ruler : 
The great Aiminiftram of God’s King- 
dom, both on Earth, and in the invilible 
Hades, as having the Keys y or Minifterial 
Power of Death ■ and Hell, Rev. 
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ahem who differed from him, nor will Yet after all this, if he be not the very* 
% the Chrijtian Religion is fubyerted^y^^^ Go^himlelt; nay to compleat the 
and Chrift but an hnpoftor, and a : 2MpiAbfiirdftjL5 if he be not - very . 
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he" knew of Now tho’ 
be the certain Truth of 



Goc|, wbofe Son and Image, he is ; Hefhall Hiftory, that this DoBrine has kept 

be no Media: or for [hem ; they do ex Hy- People from embracing the Christian Faith) 
'* pothefi ; or on this Suppofition, openly dif- than any other thing L - K -— 
own’ him for chdi Saviour and Confidence; I grant* that if it 
they are djisamsd co truft in him, and Teem God \ this muft be no argument againft 
rather to Deride and Reproach him, as receiving it ; y;t Hirt ly it fhouM make 
.hifuffcient and Contemptible, th:m to Be- Men very cautious and impartialin tlieirln* 
.Jieve on him. Thefe things are to nit quiry about it, left they bring on fhemjelves 
a very grievous* Offeree, who think it a rhe H'o denounced againft them, by whom 
great pity, that io excellent a Conftimrion Offences (that is, Stumbling blocks in the 
as the Golpel is, (6 amiable ro contcin- way of the Go (pel ) do come, 
plate, fo proper ro entertain our thankful Infhe mean time, in midft of thefeTrou- 
Admiration, for the Grace and JVifdum it b!es/risa great and [wx&Rcfrejhment to wait 
contains, fhou’d either be loft in rhe clouds and hope for a Remow to the Mount Mo* 
of an ajftffcd Obfcurity, or expoiid to riah , the Land of Vfjion above, where all 
fhe denlion of ungodly Scoffers. thefe Shades of the melancholly Night 

• *Tis yet a further grief to think what a Hull vanifh away , and an eternal Day 
fatal flop is hereby put to the Progrefs of of clear Light and P&ce fhall fhine on 
the Gofpel, whofe Rejection by $cws 7 Ma- them rrbolovc our Lord Jcfus in Jincerity , 
koine tans and Pagans,^ is. undeniably occa- in ivkcfe glorious Dignity I.rtjovce ; nay; 
fioned by the common Dottrine of the In- I defire to boaft and Glory. in this Exalted; 
carnation* of God ; one may read in Le Enthroned * Redeemer ; for worthy is the 
Comptcs Hiftory of China, howtheHea- Lamb to receive Glory, and .Honour and 
thens derided the Chriltians Doftrine of a Bleffing and Power, Arsen • So be it ! 
MortalGoi ; and upon that account look’d Now to Him who loved us, and wafti- 
upon Ghriftianify as fabulous, as their own ed us from ourSinsin hisown ’D-ood, and\ 
Religion : And Do&otCaufaiox', in his Book^ hath made us Kings and PJcfts 10.G odj 
r of Credulity and Incredulity, p. 118. Says even the Father , to Him be Glory and 
• he could prove by many Inftances out of Dominion for ever . v 
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Sut this I confefs unto thee, that after the way, -which they call He refy, fo Worjhif I the 
Godofwy Fathers , believing all thing: which are written in ithc Law and the 

Profhtts, Afts 24. 14. 1 ' » 
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